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Abstract 

Al Enzi, Ali Basheer. Third Intermediate Social and National 

Developed Textbook Evaluation from Teachers and Supervisors' 

Perceptions at Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. MA thesis, Yarmouk 

University, 2014. ( Supervisor: Dr. Khaled Fayyad Bani Khaled). 

The study aimed to evaluate third intermediate social and national 

developed textbook from teachers and supervisors' perceptions at 

Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. Sample of the study consisted of ( 100) social 

studies teachers and ( 10) social studies educational supervisors selected 

from Al Qurayyat Educational District. To achieve the objective of the 

study, a ( 63) items questionnaire was administrated to the sampled 

teachers and educational supervisors. In addition, the researcher used an 

interview containing ( 4) open- ended questions to identify social studies 

teachers and educational supervisors perceptions concerning third 

intermediate social and national developed textbook. Validity and 

reliability were established for both instruments. 

Results of the study indicated that content presentation and 

organization ranked first from social studies teachers and educational 

supervisors perceptions while learning and teaching activities and aids 

ranked last.  Results of the study found no statistically significant 

differences due to qualification in social studies teachers and educational 

supervisors perceptions. Results of the study found no statistically 

significant differences due to experiences in all domains, except for the 

textbook introduction and  textbook content presentation and 

organization, in favor of (less than  5 years of experience) in the textbook 

introduction domain and in favor of ( more than 10 years of experience) 

in the  textbook content presentation and organization. As for the 

interview questions, results of the study indicated that the most 
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significant difficulties reported by social studies teachers and supervisors  

were the abundance of  learning and teaching activities,  the concentration 

of the learning material, lack of teachers' guides and supporting tools for 

social studies teachers. Results of the study indicated that lack of 

adequate professional development programs and training programs were 

the most important difficulties relating to teaching the textbook. As for 

the solutions for these problems, social studies teachers and supervisors 

indicated that there is a need for professional development and training 

programs  for social studies teachers. 

In light of these results, several recommendations were discussed. 

Key words: Social Studies Teachers, Social Studies Supervisors, 

Evaluation, Third Intermediate Social and National Developed 

Textbook, Al Qurayyat.  


